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I have entered thus fully into the difficulties
inherent in the study of the religions of savage
tribes, in order to show how cautious we ought to
be before we accept one-sided descriptions of these
religions ; still more, before we venture to build on
such evidence as is now accessible, far-reaching
theories on the nature and origin of religion in
general. It will be difficult indeed to eradicate the
idea of a universal primeval fetishism from the text-
books of history. That very theory has become a
kind of scientific fetish, though, like most fetishes, it
seems to owe its existence chiefly to ignorance and
superstition.

Only let me not be misunderstood. I do not mean
to dispute the fact that fetish-worship is widely
prevalent among the negroes of Western Africa and
other savage races.

What I cannot bring myself to admit is that any
writer on the subject, beginning with De Brosses,
has proved, or even attempted to prove, that what
they call fetishism is a primitive form of religion.
It may be admitted to be a low form, but that, par-
ticularly in religion, is very different from a primitive
form of religion.

Wide extension of the meaning of fetish.

One of the greatest difficulties we have to en-
counter in attempting to deal in a truly scientific
spirit with the problem of fetishism, is the wide
extension that has been given to the meaning of the
word fetish.
. De Brosses speaks of fetishes, not only in Africa,
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